"yes-man" as he used to be. These factors create the
impression that the fast is more intended to bring about a
change of heart in the Sardar and thereby amounts
to a condemnation of the policy of the Home Ministry.
It would be helpful if you can clear the position.3
"As to this I feel that my reply was precise, not
admitting of more interpretations than one. The sug-
gested interpretation never crossed my mind. If I
had known that my statement could bear any such
interpretation., I should have dispelled the doubt in
anticipation. Many Muslim friends had complained of
the Sardar's so-called anti-Muslim attitude. I had, with
a degree of suppressed pain, listened to them without
giving any explanation. The fast freed me from this
self-imposed restraint and I was able to assure the
critics that they were wrong in isolating him from Pandit
Jawaharlal Nehru and me, whom they gratuitously
raise to the sky. This isolation did them no good. The
Sardar had a bluntness of speech which sometimes
unintentionally hurt, though his heart was expansive
enough to accommodate all. Thus my statement was
meant deliberately to free a life-long and faithful comrade
from any unworthy reproach. Lest my hearers should
go away with the idea that my compliment carried the
meaning that I could treat the Sardar as my 'yes-man3
as he was affectionately described, I balanced the
compliment by adding the proviso that he was too ma-
sterful to be anybody's cyes-man'. When he wras my
'yes-man', he permitted himself to be so named because
whatever I said instinctively appealed to him. Great
as he was in his own field and a very able adminis-
trator, he was humble enough to begin his political
education under me because as he explained to me he
could not take to the politics in vogue at the time I
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